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As the result of an apparent accident, 
the edited White House transcripts of 
presidential tape recordings contain two 
different versions of a portion of the same 
conversation. 

Substantial differences in key words 
and phrases in the two versions (“Presi- 
dent” in one; “press” in the other, for 
example), underscore the technical diffi- 
culties faced by the White House in 
transcribing the tapes and insuring the 
accuracy of the typescripts. 

Late yesterday, in* answer to inquiries 
by The Washington Post, the White 
House acknowledged that three pages of 
the ^ transcripts contain two separate 
versions of the same conversation be- 
tween President Nixon and Assistant At- 
torney General Henry E. Petersen on 
April 16, 1973. 

In addition to the confusion over the 



TRANSCRIPT, From A1 

ments contain literally 
«Dzens of differences. 

If the Judiciary Commit- 
tee is not satisfied with the 
transcripts, Warren sug- 
guested, it could exercise 
gested, it could exercise 
President Nixon’s offer to 
allow the Committee’s chair- 
man and ranking minority 
member to listen to the ori- 
ginal tapes. 

Both the Judiciary Com- 
mittee and the office of spec- 
ial Watergate Prosecutor 
Leon Jaworski have sub- 
poenaed White House tape 
recordings and have been 
told by the President that 
the edited transcripts — of 
fewer conversations than 
those sought — will have to 
suffice. 

The tape of the April 16 
meeting between Mr. Nixon 
and Petersen was one of 
those sought by subpoena of 
both the House and Jawor- 
ski, but was not turned over. 

The existence of the two 
versions of the April 16 con- 
versation caught two White 
House officials by surprise. 
“It kind of undercuts the 
argument that the tran- 
scripts will do the job 
doesn’t it?” observed one 
source. CttAh h> Uhfa j 

In an introduction to the 



words ‘"President” and “press,” the two 
versions include these other substantial 
differences: “Gray” (former FBI Director 
L. Patrick Gray) in one and “they” in 
the other; “you” in one and “we’* in the 
other; “stick” and “still”; “bah” in one 
and “act” in the other. The first version 
of the segment in question contains 21 
“inaudible” references while the second 
has 12. 

The contrast between the two versions 
demonstrates the problems in making an 
accurate transcript. The House Judiciary 
Committee and the office of the special 
Watergate prosecutor have insisted that 
only the original tapes— and not edited 
transcripts — constitute acceptable evi- 
dence. 

“We did the best we could,” said deputy 
White House press secretary Gerald War- 
ren, , who confirmed that the two seg- 

See TRANSCRIPT, A7, CoL 1 



edited transcripts, President 
Nixon said that “the attach- 
ed transcripts represent the 
best efforts accurately to 
transcribe the material on 
the recorded tapes.” 

Last week, however. The 
Washington Post quoted a 
White House source as say- 
ing that the transcribing of 
the tapes “had to be a sloppy 
job . . . just the simple typ- 
ing mistakes could change 
meanings.” 

A source familiar with the 
transcribing operation spec- 
ulated yesterday that the 
discrepancy in the April 16 
transcript was the result of 
at least a portion of the two- 
hour meeting being tran- 
scribed by two different 
typists. 

Apparently both typists 
inadvertently went over at 
least some part of the same 
material, the source suggest- 
ed, and came up with ver- 
sions so dissimilar that they 
appeared to be different in- 
terchanges. 

Then, the source added, 
the two versions were prob- 
ably mistakenly tacked onto 
one another by someone as- 
sembling the full, edited 
transcript from sections 
compiled by different typ- 
ists. 

The portion of the April 
16 conversation that is dup- 
licated involves a discussion 
between the President and 
Assistant Attorney General 
Petersen about what public 
response Mr. Nixon should 
make to the- developing Wa- 
tergate scandal. 



The first version begins on 
Page 857 of the edited tran- 
scripts published by the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office. The 
second immediately follows 
at the bottom of Page 858. 
Both occupy slightly more 
than one full page of type- 
script. 

Each version begins with 
slightly different language 
in *a garbled paragraph 
spoken by Petersen. The 
conversation would appear 
to involve suggestions that 
U.S. Attorney Harold Titus 
talk to U.S. District Judge 
John J. Sirica about aspects 
of the Watergate case. 

In the first version, the 
President replies as follows: 
“I don’t think (inaudible) 
that’s (inaudible).” 

In the second version, the 
President’s reply is tran- 
scribed as being totally inau- 
dible. 

Later ih the first version, 
Petersen responds to one of 
the President’s statements 
by saying, “No— no. Well.” 

In the second version, 
however, the quotation from 
Petersen is completely non- 
existent and dhe conversa- 
tion merely moves from one 
statement by the President 
to another by him. 

The two versions suggest 
that the typists and editors 
of the transcripts did not 
always get the exact lan- 
guage of the participants 
and sometimes tried instead 
to get only the sense of the 
For example, in the first 
version, Petersen at one 
point says: “I think it is.” In 
the second, he says, “I un- 
derstand it is.” Though both 
“think” and “understand” 
have similar meanings, they 
do not sound alike. 

The existence of the two 
versions of the Nixon-Peter- 
sen interchange was brought 
to the attention of two 
Washington Post reporters 
b John B. Northrup, Hunt- 
ington, N.Y. Northrup wrote 
a letter about the matter on 
Saturday, after reading the 
transcripts in the New York 
Times. 

“I spent four days read- 
ing and analyzing the tran- 
scripts,” Northrop said last 
night in a telephone inter- 
view. “It just jumped out 
at me as I .was reading — 
the speech patterns. ... I 
was reading and then said 
to myself that I’ve read that 
before and I just guess it 
was a fluke.” 

Staff members of the 
House Judiciary Committee 



have already stated that the 
White House transcripts are 
less complete than tran- 
scripts the Committee has 
prepared. In those instances. 
Judiciary already possesses 
actual tape recordings sur- 
rendered by the White 
House to the special pro- 
secutor’s office, which in 
turn forwarded them to the 
House impeachment inquiry. 
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W«ll I thank so. The meeting could (inaudible) seems to me ie 
•• what about Kleindienst? — It’s an expression of dissatisfac- 
tion on your part (inaudible). 

0 that’s right -i that’s right. You’ve got to. . . 

How do you handle it? 

(Inaudible) where he wants them to (inaudible). Get it done(?) 
and get it done today. 

X'll caU him. 

(Inaudible) out. 

Oh I can’t .say he’s with ’em. We’re all outside in a storm* 

, i- \ s 

But this -«* what’s (inaudible) think of this? . 

Personally, (inaudible) well I’ve been (inaudible) and have 
advised the Jury of that fact and two that Gray, from what 
Titua who has (inaudible) of the (inaudible) over there has to 
go in to aee Sirica. 

I. don't think, (inaudible) that’s (inaudible). 

That’s (inaudible), J don't think he will do anything unless 
jt*a in the current (inaudible) of proceeding he’s In (inaud ible )* 

1 can't conceive a point which of Titus and -- if there . ‘ 

JTh_ia timing thing I think is terribly important you know. 
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I think it is. 



Can’t have the President — 'after all — after all these months and 



what we’ve gone through and now once I have learned something 
of it I say "bah. " 

No - no. Well 



Better we, 

X think we-pught to talk of alternatives in gen eral terms. 
jy^canrt. No, the announcement -- what I had in mind would 
be inaudible) announcement - still to the (inaudible) going to 
name several other people who were involved. . /(in audible) 
because of the people named (inaudible) language used. 

(Inaudible) some people (inaudible) judgment (inaudible) m atter 
for the President (inaudible) special, 1'^ going to call him special 
counsel (inaudible) this case (inaudible) possibility before he walks 
into that open court (inaudible) can't get to that today (inaudible) 
meeting with (inaudible)? 

) I told him one, I would be - 
^jjpgj gig 6 (inaudib le) and advise his lawyers of that fact 
by that I Titus who has the 

>iim>ii ( niinnii>nm>i<iiTnnu nnimnrnmmtn 
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(Inaudible) 

Tha t[a £ r obi gha t's a jr j s k we would have to take, 

I don't think he will. I don't think he will do anything unless it 



of a P roceedin g in his court. I can't conceive 
of him urging the (inaudible) of Titus and (Inaudible). 



(Inaudible) timing on this is terribly important you know, because 



I understand it is 

usssMsssssssmsasms 

aU the8e months and what we 

ba-gone through and aU. Once, I find something out — I say — 
ACT! 



Better we •>* • 

More general 

terms, Mr. President. 

You can't. No -- the announcement « what I had in mind • 

tHiinniiumiuniniiiiiimimiiniiiiiimnmniinii.iminHiiniiiuii 

announcemen ^ **“ stick to developments and 
if he's going to name -- several other people. were involved 

(inaudible) other people -- then my concern -- were wrong and 

■a........ a*. tai. maw.... ... an*«.ii..iini... a. an....Hjuu*i...a....mur 

( !f.^?. b . le) a ^ U8 ° and B °Mething has been charged. And that the 
?° ing to tel1 them that tho (^audible) 

esigned. 



The solid and dotted lines show two versions of wliat the White House acknowledges is the same conversation between President Nixon and Henry Petersen. 



